1 On Seneca's "inconsistencies," including references in the primary sources, see Miriam T.
Griffin, Seneca: A Man in Politics (Clarendon: Oxford University Press, 1976), esp. 1-26. On Paul's "inconsistencies," see, e.g., Porphyry, Against the Christians (3rd c.); and an anonymous text from a figure who calls himself "the Hellene" (4th c. Brookins cies between the allegedly egalitarian ideals of Paul and Seneca, and their failure to call for an end to slavery.3 I hope to put the problem in fresh perspective here by exploring their views from a sociological angle. The essay will unfold in three parts. To begin, I provide a brief sketch of slavery under the Roman Empire; second, I undertake a survey of relevant texts from Paul's and Seneca's writings;4 finally, I examine their views through the sociological theories of Peter Berger and Thomas Luckman.5
Slavery in the Roman Empire
Slavery in the Roman Empire, like slavery in the New World between the sixteenth and nineteenth centuries, was chattel slavery: slaves constituted personal property, over whom owners exercised complete legal and physical mastery (dominium), including even the power of life and death. But unlike slavery in the New World, slavery under the Roman Empire was never grounded in racial identity. Many slaves were captives of war. Others entered slavery through piracy, trade, or self-sale. Ultimately, the bulk of the slave population was supplied through natural reproduction (the child of a slave, as traced through the mother, inherited the legal status of a slave).6
